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March 24, 2003

Richard H. Kamey P.E. Manager
Energy Star Program

Building Technolegies Frogram
Department of Energy
Washington D.C. 20585

Dedr Mr. Kamey,

| am very concemed at the possibility of the adop' on of a Three Zone critera. | am
strongly opposed to that approach. The Four Zone cr “eria allows for year round evergy
savings and continues 1o provide a market segment fr smaler fabricators and window
manufactures.

| do not need to dwell on the positive points of the Four Zone critera, as the DOE has
aready rejected it once, What | do want 1o mention s my uvnigque background in ths
areq. My business s located in §t. Louis Missour. The ¢ imate here requires the pyrolitic
Low E product due to the year round energy savings, here are marny studies that
suppeort that fact.

| have been in the fabrication business for 17 years. and prior to tThat | was involved in
the pilot program for PPG when they fist infroduced § ngate 100 and 300 Low E
products. Over the many years | have been involvec in hundreds of residential and
commercial projects. where the everay cost in relatiol | te the glass product were
reviewed. Time and time again, when the annual ene 'gy cost was calculated, the Four
7one critera product proved to be the comect choict .



lwould be pleased 1o provide amy additional inforr 1ation you would like, and if | can
arswer any questions please let me know, The Four Zo ne criteria is the best for the
comumers, the best for the business person in this indt strv and in terms of overal cost. by
far the best approach.

Thank you,

Ll iy”

President




